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This isn't new news, but I don't recall it having come up for discussion previously.  On the subject of Russian penetration into German military and  intelligence circles:

https://www.wsj.com/world/europe/hes-wanted-for-wirecards-missing-2-billion-hes-now-suspected-of-being-a-russian-spy-61d79ee2

Archive link: https://archive.is/8UgcU

>Soon after payment-processing giant Wirecard reported in June 2020 that nearly $2 billion had gone missing from its balance sheet, its chief operating officer Jan Marsalek boarded a private jet out of Austria. After a landing in Belarus, he was whisked by car to Moscow, where he got a Russian passport under an assumed name.

>Western intelligence and security officials now say they have reached the unsettling conclusion that Marsalek had likely been a Russian agent for nearly a decade.

> Marsalek already stands accused of stealing hundreds of millions of dollars from investors. Following multiple international investigations, officials from intelligence, police and judiciary agencies in several countries now say the 43-year-old native of Austria used his defunct payments company to illegally help Russian spy agencies move money to fund covert operations around the world.
One of the most wanted men in the world, Marsalek has also provided assistance to the mercenary organization of Yevgeny Prigozhin, the late Russian warlord, and is now involved in the reconfiguration of his business empire in Africa on behalf of Russian officials from his new domicile in Dubai, according to Western intelligence.

> Wirecard got its start processing payments for pornography websites on its way to becoming an Internet finance behemoth. During its heyday, the company claimed to process $140 billion of transactions a year on behalf of a quarter million businesses, making it a rival of Square and PayPal Holdings. It was briefly valued at more than any German bank.

> ...

>He was also obsessed with the cloak-and-dagger world of espionage, often intimating that he had connections with intelligence officers, they say—claims many dismissed as bluster.

>In his Munich headquarters, Marsalek once showed a visitor selfies he’d shot with actor Leonardo DiCaprio at the French Open and with Field Marshal Khalifa Haftar, a Libyan warlord. On his desk he kept a statuette of Vladimir Putin, according to two people who visited the office.

> ...

>Two former business associates of Marsalek said the executive told them he worked both for Russian intelligence agencies and for their Western counterparts. Marsalek boasted about traveling to Libya and Syria with Russian partners and said he had handled fund transfers for Russian security agencies and mercenaries in both places, they said.

>Marsalek told associates that he had traveled to Libya and Syria with Stanislav Petlinsky, a former Kremlin official who now lives in Monaco. In Syria, he visited the Russia-controlled ancient city of Palmyra, around the time Russia’s Mariinsky Theatre staged an open-air concert in the city’s ancient ruins in 2016, according to intelligence officials.

> British prosecutors say that from 2020 to 2023, Marsalek ran a ring of five U.K. based Bulgarians who are alleged to have spied for Russia, directing them to gather information on people with the aim of helping the Kremlin abduct them. Officials say Marsalek was used by Russian intelligence services as a middleman to put distance between them and the spy network as it targeted individuals across Europe.

> ...

> "While running Wirecard, Marsalek helped the GRU, Russia’s military intelligence agency, and the SVR, its main overseas spying organization, pay intelligence officers and informants and funnel money into conflict zones in the Middle East and Africa, according to the officials.

> At the same time, these Western officials suspect Marsalek was gathering information on other customers of Munich-based Wirecard, most notably Germany’s main BND intelligence agency and the Federal Criminal Office, the country’s equivalent of the FBI, and handing it over to Moscow."

>Such information would represent a treasure trove of data for Russia’s spy services, which, among other things, could let them track the location and scope of German intelligence gathering. Intelligence officials said they have had to move and create new identities for some people possibly compromised.

> Wirecard imploded in what became one of the biggest financial frauds in European history. The company declared itself insolvent in June 2020, after saying it couldn’t locate 1.9 billion euros in cash that it reported on its balance sheet.

> ...

> Germany’s foreign intelligence service, the BND, as well as the country’s equivalent of the FBI, the BKA, told parliament during a public inquiry that ran from September 2020 to June 2021 that they had used Wirecard credit cards and bank accounts for their agents abroad as well as for paying informants at home and abroad. Senior German intelligence officials confirmed this to The Wall Street Journal.

>...

>BKA relied heavily on Wirecard. At the time of its collapse, the company was handling a third of credit card payments that BKA officers used to pay informants, the BKA said.

>A senior member of the German intelligence community said the services used Wirecard because it was more amenable than many other Western-regulated banks, which are often reluctant to work with intelligence agencies for compliance and legal reasons and fears of reputational damage.

>Wirecard’s services were used to finance Russian covert operations, pay informers or military contractors and fund classified projects such as arms purchases, intelligence officials said. 

>The CIA and the FBI said they had no record of a relationship between the agencies and Marsalek. British officials said there was no evidence of any relationship between Marsalek and the country’s intelligence community.

>German security officials say the real identities of agents aren’t connected to clandestine bank accounts, so Marsalek’s ability to pass sensitive data about German activities to Russia was limited. 

>But Marsalek had access to the agents’ aliases and would have been able to track some of their movements and activities by monitoring payments and purchases, according to officials familiar with the investigation.

> Marsalek ordered Wirecard Bank employees to breach data-protection and other rules to compile data about clients, according to testimony by former executives to German prosecutors. Several intelligence officials said it could have provided information about intelligence agents’ work. Wirecard’s former chief product officer, Susane Steidl, said Marsalek had overruled objections to collecting customer data and told her in 2019 he needed the data for the BND—something the agency categorically denies.

>Some officials suspect he was passing this data on to Russia. Marsalek, who was jetting around the globe as an executive, chose Russia as his most frequent destination, taking dozens of trips there in the years before he was forced to flee to Moscow, according to investigators and intelligence officials.

>Counterintelligence officials declined to comment on how they had dealt with the fallout but said that the agents affected would have had to change their aliases and sever all links to the bank.
British prosecutors allege that between 2020 and 2023, Marsalek helped run a network of five agents—all Bulgarian nationals—in the U.K. British police found three of the alleged agents had fake passports and official identity documents for countries including France, Italy, Spain and the Czech Republic. One of the Bulgarians was based out of a guesthouse in eastern England. Another was an award winning beautician, who ran a beauty parlor in London called Pretty Woman. 

>The group is accused, among other things, of helping the Russian state plan to kidnap people in Britain and beyond, as well as organizing a surveillance operation in Montenegro. They were found with fake IDs showing them to be journalists, according to prosecutors and officials.
[Czechs want EU to shop abroad for Ukraine shells](https://www.politico.eu/article/czech-republic-artillery-weapons-ukraine-european-union/)

>Europe is falling way short on its pledge to send 1 million artillery shells to Ukraine by March, and the Czechs say it’s high time to look beyond the borders of the EU for supplies.

>Frustrated by this shortfall, Prague is pushing EU countries to finance the purchase of what it estimates are 450,000 rounds of artillery available outside the bloc, four diplomats and a person familiar with the talks told POLITICO.

>But the Czech call raises the prospect that Europe would turn instead to arms companies in South Korea, Turkey and South Africa. The EU’s top diplomat Josep Borrell specifically mentioned that Korea — a major weapons producer — could be tapped for extra shells, according to the official.

>The EU’s blueprint to boost ammunition supplies includes reimbursing countries with billions of euros through the European Peace Facility for sending shells from existing stockpiles. This would exist along with €1 billion to push joint procurement of ammunition by the European Defence Agency and €500 million to support ammunition production projects.

More in the article. Seems like this is a logical interim solution for NATO countries while their own production is expanded. It's a bit curious to me why Turkish stocks haven't been tapped in general (even though the Turks haven't been very fond of donating things). MKE also produces 155mm shells, but it's unclear what their capacity is. Seems most likely that they'll go to South Korea and maybe get some shells from Turkey. South Africa seems less likely to me but their economy is doing quite poorly and they need the cash, so we'll see.
In air-to-ground-rocket news, [conservatives call on Canada to donate rockets to Ukraine — but not all are battle-ready](https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/crv7-rockets-ukraine-canada-1.7103798).

> The Canadian Armed Forces has a stockpile of 83,303 CRV7 rockets, a 1980s-vintage weapon that was taken out of service in the early 2000s.

> Three years ago, the federal government signed a contract to dispose of the rockets over several years.

> Poilievre said he understands Ukraine has asked Canada to donate the CRV7s instead of destroying them.

My understanding is that the CRV7 is a drop in replacement for the70mm Hydra rocket, but with a flatter trajectory and larger warhead.

Canada has admitted that they only have about 8000 warheads for their rockets, but it seems like something Ukraine might be interested in making use of anyway. 

(Apparently there's also a ground launcher for it?)

Given that the Wikipedia page for the CRV7 is lacking, can anyone discuss more about its relative popularity and capabilities compared to the Hydra?
Some very recent European procurement news.

France [has ordered](https://www.shephardmedia.com/news/landwarfareintl/french-army-to-receive-109-caesar-mkii-howitzers-from-2026/) 109 CAESAR 6x6 Mk2s. The first deliveries will take place in 2026 and they will replace the AMX-30 AuF1s still used by the French Army as well as the early batches of CAESAR Mk1s. Note that there is a mistake at the end of the article - France so far has supplied 30 CAESAR Mk1s to Ukraine, not 12.

The Italian Army [has ordered](https://armyrecognition.com/defense_news_february_2024_global_security_army_industry/italy_to_receive_four_samp/t_ng_air_defense_missile_systems.html) four SAMP/T NG batteries, to complement the existing five. Considering that, as far as I know, on average two of them are under maintenance at any given time, this was necessary as the sixth (originally incomplete and used for training) was sent to Ukraine, one is deployed in Kuwait, one in Slovakia and one is used to protect the skies over Rome during major events. And this is in addition to the five SAMP/T NG batteries ordered by the Italian Air Force last year, where they will replace 12 Spada 2000 batteries, with a significant increase in capability.
I'm seeing OSINT people buying satellite images of Russian military equipment storage parks and even near present-day images of the Russo-Ukraine war frontlines. Though these images don't come cheap, it still feels a bit too much sensitive wartime information any random dude can obtain. Are there any ways this is being hindered or is this just the new norm? Even if one country restricts commercial satellite imagery of some regions, there are numerous countries with imaging satellites up.
we have satellite imagery of belbek and geolocation looks like [air defense command center](https://twitter.com/Dmojavensis/status/1753832722378944626) was the target and was destroyed. link with [before and after](https://twitter.com/UkrReview/status/1753762090244821233)

an update on the volgograd refinery is according to russian media the drone “fell” on the technological plant of the second biggest oil refining unit of the refinery and the fire lasted for two hours. that refinery is probs going to be down for a while
Just as the border compromise bill was to be released, Johnson preempts it with a move of his own:

>[House to vote on standalone Israel aid bill as Johnson attacks senators for excluding him from border talks](https://www.cnn.com/2024/02/03/politics/mike-johnson-congress-bill-israel-aid-house/index.html)

> “While the Senate appears poised to finally release text of their supplemental package after months of behind closed doors negotiations, their leadership is aware that by failing to include the House in their negotiations, they have eliminated the ability for swift consideration of any legislation,” Johnson wrote. “As I have said consistently for the past three months, the House will have to work its will on these issues and our priorities will need to be addressed.”


As a reminder, Johnson had paired Israel with offsets that cut spending for the IRS last year, which failed in the Senate. It’s likely, though not guaranteed, that this new offer sans IRS will not gain any traction as the Democrats in the Senate have every incentive to keep everything together. What it *will* do, without the shadow of a doubt, is ratchet up the pressure on the Senate.
Extremely interesting [claim](https://x.com/OSINTua/status/1753495231880728984?s=20) about recent clashes at Novomikhailivka. Allegedly, according to a reliable Ukrainian soldier, the Russians also lost 9 T-62s and a T-55 in the fighting here.

This would be significant, as the Russians have only used T-62s for offensive actions in extremely rare instances and T-55s have only been used as artillery or once as a VBIED. Seeing T-62s get used offensively (even if they are Obr. 2022s) represents a significant downgrade from T-72s and T-80s and may demonstrate shortages of the tanks. Or it may be newly-created units being thrown into the fray, to poor outcomes.

He supposedly will post evidence sometime soon, will be watching for it. Either way, despite the Russians having so many T-62s still available, it would be quite shocking to see them become so prevalent on the battlefield.
Regarding the news that "Ukraine is building X FPV drones" I'm curious what those news actually mean, like what exactly are they building? Are they just buying drones like DJI and attaching the munitions? Or do they build the entire drone body and buy the electronics from somewhere else? Is this even possible?
Another day another crackdown in Russia. Over the last week alone there have been a number of steps Putin has taken to weaken even possible unrest in Russia before his coronation.



[Dozens of journalists detained in Moscow as military wives protest mobilization](https://www.cnn.com/2024/02/03/europe/journalists-moscow-military-mobilization-intl/index.html)

 
A number of people, including journalists from foreign press organizations, have been detained in Moscow after authorities cracked down on protesters at Russian President Vladimir Putin’s election headquarters, independent outlets reported Saturday.

The protest was organized by the wives of mobilized men amid a growing movement of women who are demanding that their husbands and sons are returned home from fighting in Ukraine.

Video seen by CNN shows Russian authorities detaining several people wearing “Press” vests near Red Square.

The “500 days of mobilization” rally brought women to the walls of the Kremlin before moving to Putin’s nearby election headquarters, it was reported. The independent Russian news outlet SOTAvision posted on their Telegram channel that a correspondent saw security forces “snatching random people from the crowd, and only men.”

At least 27 people, only one of them a protester, were driven in a police van to Kitay-Gorod station where they are currently being held, according OVD-info, a group that monitors Russian repression. OVD-info said they dispatched a lawyer to visit the detainees but was denied access.

Independent Russian media group Mediazona reported Saturday that among those held are journalists working for Kommersant, France Press and Spiegel, as well as human rights activists.

Another seven journalists covering the rally were taken to the Basmanny police station, OVD-info said. Among them is the representative of the Japanese television company “Fuji” Andrei Zaiko, they report.

[Russia Seeks Arrest of Two More Navalny Lawyers](https://www.themoscowtimes.com/2024/02/02/russia-seeks-arrest-of-fourth-navalny-lawyer-a83958)

Russian authorities are seeking the arrest of two more lawyers of jailed Kremlin critic Alexei Navalny, months after three other former and current Navalny lawyers were detained.

The Interior Ministry added Olga Mikhailova to its wanted list without specifying the crime that she is accused of committing, the independent news website Mediazona reported Friday.

The independent Novaya Gazeta Europa news outlet reported later Friday that another Navalny lawyer, Alexander Fedulov, was placed on the wanted list.

Mikhailova has said she was vacationing in Jordan when three other Navalny lawyers were detained in October and chose to stay abroad following their arrests.

“I hope to be more useful free than in a [prison] colony,” she wrote on Facebook last month.

[Russian Lawmakers Pass Bill Allowing Property Seizure From War Critics](https://www.themoscowtimes.com/2024/01/31/russian-lawmakers-pass-bill-allowing-property-seizure-from-war-critics-a83926)

Russian lawmakers on Wednesday passed a bill in its third and final reading that would allow authorities to confiscate the property of those convicted of “discrediting” and spreading “fakes” about the army. 

The bill, introduced into the lower-house State Duma last week, also proposes seizing money, property and other valuables from those found guilty of inciting “extremist” activity and calling for “anti-Russian” sanctions. 

**Lawmakers voted 377-0 in favor of the bill on Wednesday, according to the parliament’s website.**

“An absolute major thinks it's necessary to punish traitors who, while living abroad, sling mud at our country, soldiers and officers taking part in the ‘special military operation,’ and who support and finance the Nazi regime in Kyiv,” State Duma speaker Vyacheslav Volodin said after Wednesday’s vote. 

“The decision we’ve made will allow us to deprive these scoundrels of their honorary titles, as well as confiscate their property, money and other belongings,” he added. 

[Vladimir Kara-Murza: Fears for Russian activist after secretive jail move](https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-68137044)

A lawyer for jailed Russian opposition figure Vladimir Kara-Murza says he has been moved to another prison in Siberia's Omsk region.

Concern for his safety had grown since the Russian-British national, convicted of treason after criticising the war in Ukraine, vanished from jail.

Russian prison transfers are shrouded in secrecy and can take weeks.
Earlier, UK Foreign Secretary David Cameron demanded clarity on Mr Kara-Murza's whereabouts.

Initial inquiries addressed to the penal colony in Omsk where he was held received responses saying he was no longer there.

On Tuesday, his lawyers reported that he had been transferred to a new penal colony in the same region, as reported by independent newspaper Novaya Gazeta Europe.
In a letter written to his lawyers, Mr Kara-Murza said he had been transferred as punishment for not standing up when told to "rise" by a guard.

He said guards had considered this a "malicious violation" of prison rules.
"Everything is okay with me - I'm clothed, shod, fed and warm, the people here are all fine," he added.
Mr Kara-Murza said he had been sent to an isolated cell and was told he could be moved back in four months.

The activist's wife, Evgenia Kara-Murza, published the letter on Tuesday.
"I'm deeply concerned for Mr Kara-Murza - a British national imprisoned in Russia for speaking out against the invasion of Ukraine," Lord Cameron had posted on X, the social media platform formerly known as Twitter, on 29 January.

Mrs Kara-Murza said she learned on Monday that he had been moved "in an unknown direction" from a punishment cell in the penal colony where he has been held since September 2023.

"There are no grounds for his transfer and that makes it even more frightening as my husband is in the hands of the same people who tried to kill him twice, in 2015 and 2017," she said, apparently referring to two alleged assassination attempts when he nearly died after being poisoned.

The British foreign secretary added: "I stand with his wife."
Mr Kara-Murza was sentenced in April to 25 years for spreading "false" information about the Russian army and being affiliated with an "undesirable organisation".

[Russia Labels Veteran Rights Campaigner Orlov 'Foreign Agent'](https://www.themoscowtimes.com/2024/02/03/russia-labels-veteran-rights-campaigner-orlov-foreign-agent-a83963)

Russia on Friday named veteran human rights campaigner Oleg Orlov, head of the Nobel Prize-winning Memorial group, a "foreign agent."

Moscow has labeled hundreds of activists and independent journalists "foreign agents" in recent years as part of a sweeping crackdown on dissent.

Russia's Justice Ministry said Orlov "opposed the special military operation in Ukraine, disseminated false information about decisions taken by public bodies of the Russian Federation, [and] participated in the creation of messages and materials for foreign agents."

Orlov, 70, was fined last year for "discrediting" Russia's Armed Forces — one of the new censorship laws Russia brought in to stifle criticism of its offensive on Ukraine.

His Memorial organization was the most prominent and respected human rights group inside Russia in the decades after the fall of the Soviet Union.

It established itself by battling to preserve the memory of victims of Communist repressions and campaigning against rights violations linked to Russia's brutal wars in Chechnya and beyond.
[American political commentator Tucker Carlson spotted attending ballet in Moscow](https://meduza.io/en/news/2024/02/04/american-political-commentator-tucker-carlson-spotted-attending-ballet-in-moscow)


>American political commentator Tucker Carlson has been spotted in Moscow, according to Telegram channel Mash. The channel reported that this was Carlson’s first trip to Russia and that he has been in Moscow since February 1.


>According to Mash, Carlson was also spotted in an airport in Istanbul during a layover on his way to Moscow.


>In one of the images posted by the Telegram channel, Carlson is seen attending the Spartacus ballet at the Bolshoi Theater in Moscow.


Many have suspected Tucker to be a foreign agent. I guess the mask is off now. Fortunately Tucker isn't as popular as he used to be, but the situation is still highly problematic.


While the US seems to have reliable informants deep inside the Russian government, Russia instead has infiltrated Western media to a degree that was unthinkable only five years ago.
Question. Why don't tanks extend the anti drone cages  to cover the back of the turret

illustration:
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it seems every video I see of an fpv annihilating a tank involves hitting this spot, yet most cages just cover the top.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2024/02/02/zaluzhny-zelensky-ukraine-general-dismissal/

> While the general’s article for CNN did not call out Zelensky by name, it amounted to a remarkable rebuke of the president, who has resisted Zaluzhny’s call to mobilize nearly 500,000 new troops, saying he was not convinced it was necessary.
> 
> Zelensky had also publicly criticized comments Zaluzhny made in an interview with the Economist in November, in which he said the war had reached a “stalemate.” The assessment that battle lines have mostly stagnated and that the war is one of grinding attrition, with little forward movement by either side, is now widely accepted as fact.
> 
> “We must acknowledge the significant advantage enjoyed by the enemy in mobilizing human resources and how that compares with the inability of state institutions in Ukraine to improve the manpower levels of our armed forces without the use of unpopular measures,” Zaluzhny wrote for CNN.
> 
> Zaluzhny has not commented publicly about the reports of his dismissal. But the leadership shake-up presents a huge risk for Zelensky given the general’s popularity within the military and more broadly among the Ukrainian public. Already, there are signs of a backlash among commanders on the battlefield, and there is no indication that a new commander in chief would be able to deliver any quick improvement given shortages of soldiers and ammunition. 

Rumor was that Syrsky and Budanov both refused to take the post in the internal tussle. Will this affect the ability of the Ukrainians to defend? is this post really political or does the head of the army actually participate in planning combat operations? I'm not experienced in any of this. Wonder what the implications could be.
[Russia Has Massed 500 Tanks For An Attack On Kupyansk. Thousands Of Ukrainian Drones Await Them- Forbes](https://www.forbes.com/sites/davidaxe/2024/02/03/russia-has-massed-500-tanks-for-an-attack-on-kupyansk-thousands-of-ukrainian-drones-await-them/?sh=112456eb5afd)   


>Five hundred tanks. More than 600 fighting vehicles. Hundreds of howitzers. Forty thousand troops. According to Ukraine’s eastern command, Russia has assembled a huge field army in eastern Ukraine opposite the free Ukrainian city of Kupyansk.
  

  
Everything east of the nearest major river is the goal. “The Russian Federation plans to seize the entire Donetsk and Luhansk Oblasts and part of Kharkiv Oblast up to the Oskil River by March 2024,” the Ukrainian Center for Defense Strategies explained. The river threads through Kupyansk from the north.  
Some or part of around 10 Ukrainian brigades, anchored in the north by the 3rd Tank Brigade and south by the 4th Tank Brigade, defends Kupyansk and surrounding settlements. It’s a significant forces with perhaps 20,000 troops and hundreds of tanks, fighting vehicles and howitzers.

 How credible is this information? I'm unfamiliar with the authenticity of Forbes, but they cite "Ukraine's eastern command". Is it likely that Russia will launch an offensive in the Kupyansk region soon? The article says that Ukraine is outnumbered about 2:1-- how accurate is this?
We know that Ukraine uses Starlink terminals to ensure good-quality video guidance for its naval drones.

Is there any particular reason they don't use them for long-range aerial drones, which seem to be using much less reliable and accurate GPS guidance? The three kilo weight of a Starlink terminal should not be an obstacle.
Germany has always really struggled with being rather porus in terms of foreign intel. There were several huge scandals with Stasi and KGB agents getting very high level access in Germany during the Cold War. This is certainly disappointing, but not very surprising. Germany falls for Russia every time.
I really wonder what it will take for Europe to start countering Russian espionage seriously. It's not like Russian spies are impossible to catch - in fact I would guess that most of them are fairly unintelligent people who don't bother to even hide their allegiance too much. Yet as we've seen recently the EU routinely allows Russian assets to infiltrate its political and tech infrastructure. Maybe pre-war it made sense to let the spies alone because it helped maintain good diplomacy and trade or something, but that reality's been gone for two years now.
Why wasn't this done in all this time? Were there some political issues, lack of a cohesive plan to restock or simply unable to pool together the funds? Because it certainly seems that there were projection from a while ago that UKR needed more ammunition and the current US/EU stockpiles and production were not going to cut it...
It's phenomenal how Europe really refused this for two years despite the obvious and inevitable fact of how it'll take years to spin up domestic production.
That's really annoying. The solution to our own lack of manufacturing capacity is not buying shells elsewhere.

Perhaps an EU level strategic investment might be a solution?
> Canada has admitted that they only have about 8000 warheads for their rockets, but it seems like something Ukraine might be interested in making use of anyway.

Even if Ukraine somehow couldn't get any kind of warhead in the other ones, it's potentially useful to swarm Russian radar and air defense with rockets so they miss the drone or whatever that's actually armed.  They'd find some sort of use for them.
Do Ukraine have helicopters that launch hydra? Otherwise they always work as rocket artillery from a pickup truck.

https://defence-blog.com/russian-improvised-rocket-launcher-spotted-in-ukraine/
Speaking of SAMP/T, [Zelenskyy](https://twitter.com/ZelenskyyUa/status/1753512485959688585) yesterday: 

>The main news today is something we have all been waiting for and working on for months on various levels: two more air defense systems have arrived in Ukraine.
 Naturally, all details should not be made public. But these are the systems capable of intercepting everything.

I saw theories that this could maybe be SAMP/T.   
Personally, I think this could also be the air-defence systems from Greece. Either way, I hope that with the SAMP/T production line running at the moment Ukraine could get some more in addition to the one they already got.
>France has ordered 109 CAESAR 6x6 Mk2s. The first deliveries will take place in 2026 and they will replace the AMX-30 AuF1s still used by the French Army

Sorry for the double post, I was too focused on SAMP/T that I didnt really realized the implications. 

France only has some 30 AMX-30 AuF1 left in service as far as I know, so its not a large number, but removing them means France will lose its tracked and armored SPGs. CAESAR is definitely more modern but losing the cross-country mobility and the ability to fire under armour seems like a big thing.

Are there any plans for a future tracked system? Or is France moving away from tracked platforms overall? With France also making plans to develop their own, wheeled rocket artillery system, the Leclerc seems to be the last major tracked weapon system.
>The first deliveries will take place in 2026

Is this because there's a backlog of orders are is it normal for the first batch to take two years long to build? 

Seeing how long most procurement seems to take this days, compared to the insane outputs of WWII makes me wonder if that means our weapons have become so complex that another war of that scale simply isn't possible or if it actually means that WWIII would inevitably go nuclear because the major powers would quickly become unable to sustain a conventional war.
> Are there any ways this is being hindered or is this just the new norm?

There's plenty of soft-kill and hard-kill countermeasures, but targeting satellites from countries not involved in the conflict would obviously be a major escalation. This is the new norm for limited conflicts with limited means, as opposed to a hypothetical no-holds-barred one.
Most commercial satellite imaging providers will play ball with Western governments + China and will only sell images of a certain resolution, and will censor out any sensitive sites as requested in those respective countries (go look at the French vs British boomer bases at Brest and Faslane respectively in google maps as an example). Russia by comparison doesn't have the same level of influence in this industry as as a result most of Russia is visible on commercially available satellites with no restrictions, although most of Siberia is super low res.

As for countries which have decent imaging satellites (China and the US mainly), yeah assuming the weather is good they can see everything and there is nothing much that can be done about it. Right now the accuracy for real time satellites that are top of the line for the US and China are estimated to be around 6cm and will probably reach 4cm by 2030's further accuracy beyond that is problematic as other factors come into play. 

However satellite imagery is limited by seasonal issues, weather, and exposure time, so often real time satellite imagery is not possible.
Commercial providers are generally restricted to 30 cm resolution, both by law and by the economics involved. US imagery sats are estimated to have better than 10 cm resolution (a 3x difference in linear resolution is a 9x difference in information so it's a big jump even if it sounds small).

Commercial providers do censor some sensitive locations at the request of government, how forceful vs voluntary that is varies by location. Russia doesn't have any leverage over companies with no operations/customers in Russia.
> is this just the new norm?

Yeah, pretty much.  The future is weird, but it's here.  Russia can dazzle the really big satellites with the highest resolution that only occasionally pass over a certain site.  But I think there are over 1,000 earth observing satellites in orbit now.  You can't blind them all every time they could plausibly imaging something.  Russia clearly has bigger fish to fry than fooling people trying to count parking spaces in the middle of nowhere.

The US probably has a handful of sensitive sites where they still roll experimental aircraft into shelters whenever a Russian spy satellite passes overhead.  But the commercial satellites have probably seen a bunch of our cool toys as well.  It's just not worth selling those images and losing access to the US aligned market.  There's not as much money to be made keeping Russia happy.
In theory, it is possible to dazzle the sensors of passing satellites with a laser. But that probably isn’t a scalable solution against commercial satellite imagery. Way too many sites in need of defending, and way too many satellites to defend against.

I don’t think it really changed anything though. These satellites aren’t seeing anything the NRO hasn’t already seen, and to a much higher resolution and with better analysts.
You could tell company that supply these images to stop or take out there satellite with a missile. But why care when CIA support Ukraine with better pictures.
Johnson is doing Israel specifically as a standalone because he knows the Israel issue splits the Democratic base while galvanizing his own; in other words, he's trying to to change the subject because it's an election year. It's a very frustrating abdication of responsibility in a time of multiple hot conflicts with global implications.
Jake Sherman, the Founder of Punchbowl, states that [Ukraine support is slipping among Republicans on the Hill](https://x.com/JakeSherman/status/1753423735409832218?s=20).  If that's true and well known among Congress, Democrats are not going to vote for a separate Israel bill. If it passes the House (which I'm not sure it will), the Senate will just ignore it in favor of their own compromise. 

Johnson is absolutely deflecting and trying to get some talking points while splitting the Democratic base. His complaint about not being included really falls apart because he was invited to the White House to discuss this exact topic and never seemed to want to get involved besides Twitter posting. He's also got 27 days before the budget runs out *again*.
Has there been any reporting or speculation on the stockpiles of 125mm ammunition for Russia? I could be way off base but this seems like a plausible reason there may be less T-72s and T-80s on the battlefield going forward
The Russians started using their Mt-lb again as APC, after relegating them to Auxillary roles, its fare to say Russian production doesn't seem that great
You could use T62 as a infantry support tank. Unless you are shooting enemy armor there isn't that much difference between 115mm HE and 125mm HE. It has more armor and better gun than a BMP3 which is used offensively and have lots of losses.
>He supposedly will post evidence sometime soon, will be watching for it.

The user you quoted is active duty Ukrainian military and highly reliable. If they say they have evidence of this, chances are its true.
It’s lots of little workshops assembling components bought in bulk from China. [Here’s a video of a woman doing it in her home.](https://www.reddit.com/r/ukraine/s/Pohb68ykJu)

[And if you want to do it yourself, check this guide out.](https://oscarliang.com/how-to-build-fpv-drone/)

DJI drones are used for reconnaissance or drone drops, they’re not cost efficient as little kamikaze drones. I think the DJI FPV drone runs over $800, whereas these little mass produced ones probably cost less than $100 a piece when the parts are bought in such large quantities.
Components are shipped from China and Taiwan, then assembly work takes place in Ukraine & Russia. Soldering and so on. My understanding is that a lot of 3D printing of parts also takes places in Ukraine. I think Latvia is also working on a UAV program for Ukraine that’s supposed to sourced differently but those will be more than just FPVs.
FPV drones are made by buying base electronics including motors, a camera, radio, battery, and a control unit, and attaching them to some sort of frame. A munition fused to detonate on contact is then attached before it's sent on its way. Here is a twitter thread showing not only many examples of relatively typical FPV production but also serves to display some Russian FPV innovation/experimentation over time https://twitter.com/sambendett/status/1654836992704741378

On the low end FPV construction can be *extremely* rudimentary such as this quadcopter in Yemen made of sticks https://twitter.com/SamBendett/status/1586011832136785920
There's a pretty large FPV hobby market now, so you can assemble one from components much like building a bike. A lot of people will 3d print their own frame for fun, so making a frame that can accomodate a warhead and fusing mechanism is not much more difficult.
The ever increasing authoritarianism, and increasingly harsh crackdowns are a significant indicator that Putin doesn’t believe that Russian public support for him is reliable. Putin clearly sees something that the Levada polls don’t show.

My impression from the Wagner mutiny was that Russians support Putin so long as they personally feel safe believing it, and that it’s all someone else’s problem. The Russian public, and security services (with the exception of the air force) were ominously quiet during the Wagner mutiny; sitting on the fence as much as possible to see who to back. The implication is that whatever people say to Levada polls (and publicly) could turn on a dime, if they feel it’s safer to believe the opposite of what they believed before. Or, for a brief moment, if they feel coerced enough (like the soldier’s wives, currently) to have a real political opinion.

I don’t think this opinion flip flopping is calculated or even necessarily conscious. We’ve seen the Russian narrative of the war change countless times over its course. Often in nonsensical ways. I think that the Russian public’s beliefs at each stage are genuine.
Wow, definitely seems like they’re getting more heavy handed with the punishments.
its also scary that a lot of the GoP is fawning at the thought of Carlson interviewing Putin. Can't believe the times we are in.
This is depressing. [My thoughts from 9 months ago](https://old.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/comments/136ii5z/credibledefense_daily_megathread_may_03_2023/jith2sc/):

> It may sound strange, but I regard Tucker as the second most dangerous and detrimental person to Ukraine, ranking just behind Putin. Russia's only path to victory lies in diminishing support from Western countries, and Tucker plays a critical role in that, particularly given McCarthy's weak majority/position.

Now, Tucker's in Moscow to interview Putin. I am certain that this interview will be one of the most brilliant pro-Putin, anti-Ukraine media pieces ever created. Make no mistake, Tucker is talented, and I'm quite sure that the interview will be masterfully designed to appeal to MAGA voters. Stopping US aid is likely Putin's #1 priority. It would be my #1 priority if I were in his shoes.

---

Meanwhile, GOP House Speaker Johnson, recognizing that Trump opposes the bipartisan bill on border+Ukraine+Israel, is rushing to pass the funding for (only) Israel. This is to avert a combined Ukraine/Israel supplemental, aiming to simplify the process of derailing the Ukraine aid bill.
For a while I thought he was just good at putting on the act for ratings and the fanbase. Watching a few normal podcasts with him he’s genuinely a simpleton who believes what he’s saying and thinks he’s intelligent with surface level takes.
> to a degree that was unthinkable only five years ago

While I think I agree with your overall point, five years ago is 2018-2019. By then Carlson's and other GOP media personalities' credentials as russian stooges were quite obvious to many. This has been going on for quite a while by now.
He just wants to be the first "Western" journalist to interview Putin in last 2 years. Good for his brand which has turned into Blame America First recently.

It will probably boring and one-sided with him not challenging Putin. Probably the same as you see these NYT, WaPo "Russia ready to negoiate" articles that pop up every 3 months where Zelenskyy is the "bad guy" and Putin is a man of peace or something. Will be very predictable.
A real foreign agent won't blow his cover to house tonight Moscow. He is just getting PR.
Why is going to Russia to interview president Putin - ostensibly part of free speech - considered to be an act of foreign agency? if there is any disinformation, simply debunk it instead of promoting a 1984-esque only pro-one side news must be present atmosphere. If you told someone that there were no WMD's in Iraq back then, you'd probably be called a traitor too.

In any case, Tucker has already stated that an NSA agent had approached him to talk about his plan to visit Russia in one of his recent podcasts. The agent found out about his visit by compromising Tucker's cellphone - which apparently isn't a dystopian government act in the minds of some. I don't think people look up to Snowden at all (probably another Russian agent I suppose).
While FPV's have surged, a lot of attacks are grenade/mortar drops, these can somewhat effectively be mitigated with the visor. This type of attack is also reusable unlike FPV's making the threat from say a night raid much higher, which we saw plenty of from grenade drop compilations earlier in the war. 

This is actively being developed further, defense against FPV's as well are increasingly more common. Checking Telegram just over the past few days you can see this: milinfolive/115590 milinfolive/115575 milinfolive/115522

My guess is over the next year we'll see that get much more standardized, I couldn't find a picture of it but better than the meshes linked, I've seen a few T90's if I remember right outfitted with chains similar to [Merkava's](https://www.reddit.com/media?url=https%3A%2F%2Fi.redd.it%2Fngu042joy1k91.jpg) dangling from the visor to allow the crew to escape but still mitigating FPV's.
[removed]
I don’t get why people keep thinking Budanov should take the position. He’s an intel guy, probably doesn’t have experience commanding anything larger than a platoon, maybe company? Is it just because of his higher profile in the West than other leaders?
Forbes.com is distinct from Forbes magazine, and is basically a glorified blog. David Axe specifically just regurgitates takes he finds on the internet with minimal fact checking or editorial work. This prediction should be taken with precisely the amount of credibility as whatever source he’s laundering.
This seems extremely uncredible. Russia does not have the logistics trail or C2 to pull off an operation of the size suggested. 

These supposed massed forces would be in range of HIMARS and other systems.
Someone correct me if I'm wrong, but I believe David Axe is plainly non-credible. Is there a better source around?
>“The Russian Federation plans to seize the entire Donetsk and Luhansk Oblasts and part of Kharkiv Oblast up to the Oskil River by March 2024,”

Should this read March 2025? Because there is literally zero chance of this happening in a month. Hell I'd argue the chance of this happening in the next 13 months is slim to none.
Forbes themselves are quite reliable, but some years ago they started doing this thing where they mix in what are in effect people's blogs on the forbes website, and the quality of those articles can be terrible.

I believe the prevailing view on David Axe here is quite negative.
They've reported using them in heavyweight octocopter night attack drones, but for long range OWUAS strikes inside Russia the geofencing would be an issue.
Starlink objected to them being used on the USVs, so they're using Viasat exclusively now. The first images that came out showed both, which I assume they designed for better reliability. Apparently Starlink doesn't mind providing internet that coordinates artillery, but don't want their terminals integrated into actual drone weapons.

Also, as far as engineering goes, the phased array starlink terminals aren't really designed for anything making rapid manouvers, and vibration would definitely be an issue. It's likely that trying to do this without source code access and modifications is impossible.
Do you have a source for them using starlink? As far as I know there is a geofence preventing the use of the starlink outside of Ukraine.
It has been conjectured that SpaceX has supposedly been testing Starlink for use in commercial aviation. 

https://paxex.aero/starlink-install-737/
Your basic Starlink has a motorised dish, it points at the best satellite and keeps orientation that's not going to work at all. They have one that's designed for on the move, and it's a heavier and double the power draw, I think  its just a lot more antenna inside.

Best I think you can do currently is set up a base station  and have radio link for the last mile, (if there is sufficient bandwidth for x drones). Of course if you do that, then you can control them from anywhere, which raises some quite novel possibilities.
I am not an expert in satellites, but were any Starlink Satellites deployed above Russia to provide such coverage? And if yes - will be very close to usage of Western supplied equipment? (I exclude GPS usage because it seems that neither side have any problems with its usage from moral perspective of view)
I also remember the Dane’s and US very successfully spying on Merkel. Same idea.
I guess the Germans have really strict laws on domestic spying so they have trouble countering stuff like this. A lot of the time they are relying on the NSA to help them thwart terrorist attacks and the like. They definitely do have a problem with acquiescing to Russian influence though.
Some european countries explicitly blocked the idea of buying outside the EU.
EU countries have spent 30 years treating their militaries as a showroom to advertise their wares for export rather than a serious fighting force.

Based on their long-standing and well-established behavior, I think they were hoping it would be over by now and they wouldn't have to make big long-term investments in defense.
Lack of commitments to buy over long enough time frame for producers to invest in capacity.  Being willing to buy whatever is available now doesn't do much in terms of increasing capacity.  Then layer in economic nationalism among the bloc as an impediment to using EU funds to acquire outside..

Tempting to say it is an embarrassment, but that really understates how dysfunctional the response has been.
However I am not sure if there is a willing and significant producer with already spinned production capacity outside of EU? Does South Korea or even Turkey, let alone South Africa, want their shells to be used against Russia? Even if not due to geopolitics, would they allow their domestic capacity to be used for fulfilling foreign demand?
That already happened, but it takes time to ramp up production, much more thane expected. For the interim I think it is a good solution to shop around. It seems EU won't hit the production goals until 2025, shells for 2024 must come from somewhere.
It needs to be both. Expanding a factory isn't something that happens overnight. While that's happening, 155mm shells need to be sourced from somewhere and those nations have stockpiles and capacity that can be tapped into.
At the end of the day it’s just math. If you know the weight of the total projectile, thrust, launch angle, etc. you can roughly calculate trajectory for aiming. US marines somewhat infamously did this with a MK19 inside Baghdad when command forbade use of mortars.

Even without warheads if the motors are still functional they could be easily adapted to rocket artillery. And not having to get up close to the enemy is always preferable to having to engage at close range.
> Do Ukraine have helicopters that launch hydra? 

[Wikipedia has citations](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ukrainian_Air_Force#Armament) that say 

> The rockets have been observed being integrated on and used by Mi-8 CAS variants and Mi-24s[[102](https://www.thedrive.com/the-war-zone/ukraines-mi-24-hinds-now-armed-with-u-s-70mm-hydra-rockets)][[103](https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AdxF2J6zquc)]
I think people don’t think it’s the Greek system because of the ability to shoot down ballistics which they won’t have.
I had seen that too; I am very curious about what it could be. I doubt the Italian Army had room to send more right now. Maybe they could be IRIS-T SLM or NASAMS batteries that Zelensky is magnifying?
Don't worry - that's true. I am not aware of any plan of theirs to develop or acquire tracked SPHs. After all, the French aversion to tracks is well known! Since they don't even have a tracked IFV, I doubt they are interested in a tracked SPH.
The production pace of CAESARs is decent and has been increased a lot over the last two years. Potentially 78 of them could be produced for Ukraine this and the next year, and there are also orders from the Czech Republic (the part that is produced in France), Lithuania and Belgium.

Otherwise, it's true, producing systems today is more complicated and Western countries are not in a war economy.
I believe this is partially to keep production lines open long-term. If companies open up too many production lines, and orders dry up in the medium term, then they would stand to lose a lot of money
I have to imagine this is the answer, as Russia does allegedly have mobile satellite-blinding lasers (Peresvet) operational in Ukraine.
The only countries that really have leverage over commercial satellite imagery companies are the US and China, with Europe mostly being an extension of US influence. Russia has its own imaging satellites however their resolution is limited, and they are not to get a constant coverage over much of the globe.
> In theory, it is possible to dazzle the sensors of passing satellites with a laser. 

Laser designating your own sensitive locations seems like a bad idea.
Johnson:  "I'm just dicking around on the border, and I won't be involved in anything useful being done during this administration."


Johnson, about five minutes later:  "I'm upset that the Senate didn't involve me in this important work because I want to be involved in getting something useful done ASAP."


Yup.  I don't think anybody is really fooled.  He just barely gives his supporters enough of a fig leaf to pretend he's being serious.  He generates enough quotes that they can mine his statements headlines to make it vaguely look like he's doing something useful for the folks who just want to skim the headlines and nod.  They'll just blame Biden for "not getting things done," which is all they really want out of this.
It’s not the Republican base as much as it’s his coalition in the House. Support of and for foreign affairs is not a high priority issue for U.S. voters. The timing is also a dead giveaway. Agree with your sentiment, however. It’s brinksmanship designed to push what would on paper be a significant win and compromise at exactly the wrong time for domestic political considerations.
House speaker has turned into a role of disruptor depending on party lines.
He also will split the Israel friendly donors. Like the now senators have to explain why Israel isn't getting help because of reasons.
MT-LBs now often equal or outnumber weekly BMP losses. Functionally, the MT-LB isn’t that different from a BMP-1, serving mostly as an armored transporter that immediately withdraws after delivering troops. While it’s an indication that BMP deliveries may be lagging, to me it’s not a disaster. 

Tank downgrades are a different matter in my opinion. Tanks are needed for mobile firepower during breakthroughs. T-62s, even T-62M/V Obr. 2022s, are significant downgrades. Despite having a thermal imager, their optics are still not that great. Despite having armor package upgrades, they’re more vulnerable to anti-armor weapons meaning attrition may be higher. On top of that, manpower requirements are up 25% because of the need to train a loader. The status of spare parts is not clear, and while the Russians undoubtedly have stocks and can likely obtain spares on the market, the fleet is less sustainable. Not to mention, the ammunition is out of production aside from likely in North Korea, so stocks are limited there as well. A move to T-62s in large numbers is an unsustainable one. Perhaps it buys time as other tanks get refurbished and built. 

That said, we haven’t seen the visual evidence of these losses. If these losses are true, my interest lays in the variants lost and from which units lost them.
We saw a btr-50 fitted out with a turret.  So not only are btr-50s being used, but was presumably intended to be used in a frontline combat role.  Crazy.

Comment in yesterday's megathread: https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/comments/1ah34a3/credibledefense_daily_megathread_february_02_2024/kol9nuq/
This is why the units these are being used by is interesting to me. If they’re just filling in for armored support for MRBs that’s different than these serving as replacements for tank regiments. One is more understandable. The other signals severe shortages.
The BMP still has much more firepower as it can fire rapidly whilst the 115mm needs long reloads. Overall however with anti tank weaponry being so advanced the difference in resilience between at 72 and a 62 by now are not that big.
That drone made of sticks is crazy. Talk about old meets new. I suppose if it gets the job done, that’s the main thing. I know people keep saying it again and again, but the evolution we’re currently seeing and will continue to see in drone technology is going to bring some seriously interesting things to the table.
i've seen putin's support described as wide but shallow. The indifference he's cultivated to maintain his grip on power means people generally stay out of politics altogether, both putin's regime and opposition figures included.

Separately i've also seen in several places people saying putin is privately obsessed with opinion polling and the kremlin commissions a lot of private polls.
And once again everyone's thinking the uncomfortable question no one wants to say out loud: 'How does one fix this issue ?' Like it or not Russia's propaganda is WORKING, its not to be underestimated and its running unopposed. Its to bizarre to me because if this happened during the Cold War Tucker's career and reputation would be over with the CIA trailing literally and metaphorically behind him.
> It may sound strange, but I regard Tucker as the second most dangerous and detrimental person to Ukraine, ranking just behind Putin.

Since then, my impression is that he's become just another fringe weirdo with a small audience of terminally online people? Or am I out of touch here?
Classic example of "Born on third base, thinks he hit a triple."
Member that trip a bunch of republican senators took to moscow on July 4? It was in 2018. So you are absolutely right.
> ostensibly part of free speech

Another problem with rattling off dozens of various talking points that aren't even yours is in the case of a forum like this people are going to tear into each one of them 5 different ways that you probably aren't prepared to defend.

Here's another one - free speech is literally not even a concern here.  It protects you from legal repercussions for speech, meaning that even if you were literally paid by Russia to say pro-Russian talking points as an American you won't face legal repercussions (with some exceptions that don't apply to Tucker since he's not a govt employee).  This is true in triplicate if you do it for free.

This discussion concerns Tucker's free speech about as much as it concerns his driver's license.  You've written up paragraph upon paragraph of something equivalent to discussing his driver's license.  Bravo.
> Why is going to Russia to interview president Putin - ostensibly part of free speech - considered to be an act of foreign agency?

I agree, that's a hyperbole (e.g., I'm not labeling him as a foreign asset).

> If you told someone that there were no WMD's in Iraq back then, you'd probably be called a traitor too.

However, one's perspective on Tucker's actions is entirely contingent upon one's moral judgment of Russia's invasion of Ukraine. For instance, would it have been wrong to go to Iraq in 1990 to interview Saddam Hussein for his perspective on his invasion of Kuwait? Similarly, would it not have seemed odd to visit the USSR in 1939 to interview Stalin about his reasons for invading Finland? After all, we wouldn't want to be "promoting [Finland's or Kuwait's] 1984-esque only pro-one side news." Sure, both instances could be seen as exercises in free speech, but there's an undeniable discomfort with these scenarios, which depends entirely on one's viewpoint regarding Russia's invasion of Ukraine.

Additionally, although the interview has not yet occurred or may not happen at all, I still believe that Tucker's interview will not embody the essence of investigative and challenging journalism, nor will it promote free speech in Russia. Instead, I anticipate the complete opposite: that the interview will fully align with support for Russia's war goals. Indeed, the fact that it constitutes free speech does not diminish its moral reprehensibility.
>n any case, Tucker has already stated that an NSA agent had approached him to talk about his plan to visit Russia in one of his recent podcasts

We're just going to take his word for it? Got it.
There is zero credibility to Carlson's claim that the NSA tapped his cellphone and that an NSA agent then approached him about his plan to visit Russia.

Source: my equally credible source in the NSA.
Yeah, Tucker's story doesn't pass the BS test. The NSA doesn't go talk to people. If they come across something criminal they refer it to the FBI.
> I could very well be wrong, but I believe the cages were originally designed to protect against the top attack of a Javelin, rather than drones.

I've heard this claim repeatedly but never a source for it.

>IIRC the Javelin has a two phase detonation - one larger one to penetrate armour and a second smaller one to detonate inside the crew cabin. 

This is incorrect. It's a tandem warhead, made to deal with ERA, [it looks something like this](https://qph.cf2.quoracdn.net/main-qimg-c50197c2ecfbbc47fa56a97b70eb3faa). First, the precursor charge detonates, it's just a small charge which purpose is simply to trigger the ERA if it's there. Immediately after, the main charge detonates which (hopefully) penetrates the armour with the ERA gone. The missile itself is not going to penetrate the crew compartment as both the warheads are just shaped charges ([this is a simulation of what HEAT does](https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=A_s904F4g7M)).

>The theory was that a cage would trigger the first phase and the second would bounce off the armour. 

The theory of course doesn't work. Cage armour is simply not going to do anything against a Javelin, due to the missile and fuse design. It's made to work against RPGs and HEAT warheads with "spike fuses". Even if for whatever reason it could work against a Javelin fuse, the gaps in the cage would need to be wider (bit smaller than the diameter of the Javelin), but even then it's not going to work against a tandem charge, as it might affect the precursor, but it will not affect the main charge.

Now, it is not impossible that it was just done because it made the crew feel safer or whatever (see WW2 add-on armour), but since the beginning of the war I've seen people propose that it was for protection against other weapons, like mortar shells, or RPGs fired from buildings, maybe even drone-dropped grenades (yes, these were already a thing before the 2022 invasion). This sounds more likely to me.

> they're largely useless against FPVs, which can quite easily navigate under them 

Ehh I'd be wary of drawing these conclusions. We are only shown the footage when they hit and destroy a target, not when they miss. We have at least seen cases in which tanks were protected by the cages, so I wouldn't dismiss their effectiveness.
That's what a lot of people are forgetting.

*Cope cages* were never employed against drones originally, they were russian anti-javelin measures, hence the name: was completely useless in that role.

The cages later proved somewhat useful as protection against bomber drones, and probably has stopped the occasional suicide drone.
Budanov was special forces and did infiltration missions before. Not sure how someone so young became the head of intelligence in the first place. I suppose loyalty and stability matter too.
Legit did not know that about Forbes.
Do not however underestimate the enemy. The issue with HIMARS is that the ammunition supply is scarce by now.
It is a poorly cited article
This isn't the only time an article like this about "huge Russian buildup in X sector" that has come out in the past year.
The Pentagon purchased a batch of non-geo-fenced terminals to give Starlink plausible deniability. I believe it was early 2023
Starlink antennas are visible on most of them, iirc the Russian post-mortem of a few captured drones showed Starlink guidance and they are mostly used for attacks on Crimea, which is Ukraine.
> Your basic Starlink has a motorised dish, it points at the best satellite and keeps orientation that's not going to work at all. 

Starlink's terminals uses a phased array antenna that uses radio beamforming to connect with dozens of satellites that are moving rapidly in low earth orbit. The first versions of the terminal have motors, but it's just to point at the sky. Later terminals don't have them and can correct for it in software. 

https://starlinkinsider.com/starlink-reveals-new-terminal-hardware-kit/

There's nothing about the system preventing use on moving objects and that service is explicitly provided for and advertised by Starlink.
>Best I think you can do currently is set up a base station  and have radio link for the last mile, (if there is sufficient bandwidth for x drones). Of course if you do that, then you can control them from anywhere, which raises some quite novel possibilities.

Not sure I understand. Set up a base station close to the target and use it to guide drones via radio link?
Starlink uses e a very low orbit, it's not geostationary as older satellite internet constellations are. The satellites move over the land and certainly go over Russia.
Here's a live map of the constellation: https://satellitemap.space/

To have connectivity you need both a sat overhead that can see your terminal as well as a base station in the region (sat to sat networking is still in development and not fully deployed).
The difference, at least with the US, was that was ELINT. Intercepted communications. What I'm saying is that Germany has long had a *human* problem, lack of vetting, letting suspicious characters get too far up the food chain, and a culture where leaders let their friends and familiar associates advance with them without actually knowing who they are. Not like, oh the Soviets just bug rooms. More like, oh your best friend and closest national security advisor turned out to be actively employed by the Stasi and told them about all your conversations.
The bit with the legal self-strangulation to me always felt like something of a snug pretext, however. It's smug in two respects, none of them especially laudable. For one thing it just helps in the self-fulfilling role of justifying said reliance on foreign partners, or what is apparently understood to *be* just "services"*.* Something you can just as well shop for, if you don't happen to find it at home. Which is of course really an instance of offloading work, work that wouldn't even have to be "dirty". It's work, and we don't like to work that much. It also costs money, more so if you don't have the foundations in place already, and spending money, or even worse, running into debt, is what we like even less. (Which may be the real German sickness, besides angst.) On the other hand, it may sometimes actually be better not to know everything that could be suspected, at least the things you'd have to explain but would prefer not to. Be it to foreign partners or your own population, what's worse, as there's also a great degree of vanity. "Russian penetration" is what's heading this thread, for reasons, it might as well be an understatement, it certainly isn't hyperbolic. I could suggest a multitude of possible (though probably often controversial) causes for this, but suffice it to underscore the undisputed generally anemic posture and post-Cold War atrophy that were already mentioned and exacerbate other ailments. Not to mention a deep-rooted, almost cherished kind of naiveté not only but also when it comes to everything Russian, nor a serious degree of ignorance especially regarding Russia and Eastern Europe on the whole.

Consider as a case in point that the BND (foreign intelligence) didn't even have *a Russia desk*, until after the Russia-perpetrated murder of a Chechen asylum seeker in the very heart of Berlin back in **2019**. This is no joke.
Germany needs completly to rebuild its counter intelegence apparatus, after the coldwar it was completly gutted
*cough* France *cough*
Didn't SK already sell shells to the US to circumvent such barriers?

Perhaps another explanation could be the fact that different european shells do not fit different european barrels seamlessly. There were some reports that french shells may not work as expected with american or german platforms and vice versa. So EU countries do not want to purchase from other countries to replenish their stocks with suboptimal ammo.
South Korea already has. So they are the most likely candidate.
It is not spinned up production capacity that is needed, but untouched stocks. If non-EU stocks can be used until EU production ramps up, that will resolve the issue.
The S-300 PMU, which the Greeks have/had, is very much capable of shooting down ballistic missiles.
Yeah, that is another possibility. According to an UA spokesperson, Ukraine is expecting multiple IRIS-T SLM systems in the first half of 2024. If its IRIS-T we should find out in the coming weeks when the government updates their lists of supplied weapons.
Laser is going out, not in. And the era of "if it isn't on a map, nobody will know it is there" is long over.
>It’s not the Republican base as much as it’s his coalition in the House. 

That coalition in the House is "the Republican base".
Won’t it still help Biden and the democrats to pass Israel assistance so they look like they are capable of getting something done.
An autocanon such as the ones on the bmp 2/3 are quite useful on the attack, and even the 100mm gun of the BMP-1 has it's uses.
Not having it is a downgrade
A batch of BTR-50s had been received by the 114th Motorized Brigade of the 1st Corps and they have been regularly used during mechanized attacks in Avdiivka's north-east flank since the beginning of the offensive. It seems that the 39th Motorized Brigade of the 68th Corps (which is active in Novomykhailivka) also received them, at least in the version with the BPU-1 turret (14,5mm KPVT). They have "frankenstein" MT-LBs too, after all.
What are tank regiment doing in Ukraine exactly? In a month at Kursk 1943 thousands of tanks destroyed each other in a decisive battle but that don't seem to happen in Ukraine. If the tanks already are used as infantry support vehicles then should tank regiment even exist?
For me personally, this remains one of the greatest political mysteries. I don’t believe Tucker (or the GOP) is acting this way because he's on Russia's payroll; there must be another reason.

The only explanation that seems plausible (to me) is [the following (reposting my older comment)](https://old.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/comments/168v7by/credibledefense_daily_megathread_september_03_2023/jz1e1ue/?context=3):

> The best explanation that I've seen of the phenomena of Tucker and other right-wingers adoring Putin is not that they are financed by Russia, but instead that they a part global political movement that wants to install semi-dictatorial right-wing populist dictators as their countries' leaders. [I found this video quite clarifying in this regard.](https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=XpCp-llYd90)

> The incentive for Tucker to help Putin is that he believes that Putin's authoritarian rule is the right kind of rule for the US. He believes that if the world sees Putin stumble and lose this would undermine his efforts to install a similar kind of leader in the US (Trump or someone like Trump).

> To put it bluntly: Do you appreciate liberal democracies? Do you wish for your country to become (or remain) a liberal democracy? Would you like the world's liberal democracies to thrive? If so, your goals are diametrically opposed to Tucker's. He desires right-wing authoritarians to succeed in undermining and overthrowing liberal democracies.

> Liberal democracies back Ukraine, and right-wing autocracies are mainly on Putin's side, that's the side Tucker champions as well. It's not about the money.

---

Another piece of this puzzle involves Poland's far-right PiS party, which supported Ukraine strongly at the start of the invasion but [has since seemingly shifted its stance, aligning more with the far-right, anti-Ukraine figures like Orban and Fico](https://twitter.com/leonidragozin/status/1753732603335614923). The situation in Slovakia mirrors this as well; the previous gov was a staunch supporter of Ukraine, even sending their S-300 system almost immediately. However, following a recent election, the far-right Fico has come to power, adopting an anti-Ukraine stance similar to that of other far-right authoritarians.

---

How do we fix this? I don't know...
He seems instrumental in shaping of MAGA/GOP people views, who have soured on helping Ukraine. I believe he has significantly contributed to this shift in sentiment, including during his tenure at Fox News.
Last I saw he drew a rather large (physical) crowd in Canada, so it would at least seem like it's more than just the "terminally online" crowd.
I don't think there is any other person who has a stronger ideological influence over the right-wing voters than him. Even Trump - he is more of a symbol for them, he does not set ideological trends like Tucker does.
He's still got 11 million followers on Twitter. He definitely has an audience even if it's smaller than being on Fox News, and now his audience is likely self selected to be more extreme than even the average Fox viewer.
>>n any case, Tucker has already stated that an NSA agent had approached him to talk about his plan to visit Russia in one of his recent podcasts

>We're just going to take his word for it? Got it.

If we can take the word of a random anonymous Redditor that Tucker is a Russian agent then surely we can take the word of Tucker, no? We shouldn't let our wants of narratives interfere in the truth. Maybe the actual answer to both questions is we don't know and we can't call Tucker a Russian agent nor can we trust that an NSA agent approached him.
>I've heard this claim repeatedly but never a source for it.


Here's a source if you want: https://rg [dot] ru/2021/06/18/reg-ufo/protivoraketnyj-kozyrek-t-72b3-s-novoj-zashchitoj-zamechen-pod-rostovom.html

They were initially at least nominally designed to protect (or at least offer a feeling of protection) against top attack ATGM first and foremost, but also drones (lessons learned from the 2020 Nagorno-Karabakh war) and BONUS type artillery ammunition (which I doubt they'd be any more effective against than javelins).

A lot of the early cages (I wrote this comment earlier and it was deleted by automod for calling them "c... cages," although I suppose they aren't that anymore really) were a bit more improvised and the idea seemed to be to mainly offer protection against Javelins there too, as they were seen as a major threat at the start of the full scale invasion.
> I've heard this claim repeatedly but never a source for it.

Because we also saw ones like this -- https://www.reddit.com/media?url=https%3A%2F%2Fi.redd.it%2Fzlkrqnkc5qm81.jpg
Cage armor works against Javelin. It doesn't make it "bulletproof" but it will soften the blow. Anything that makes the warhead detonate prematurely helps.
>*cages* were never employed against drones originally, they were russian anti-javelin measures

Were they, though? Because although the claim comes up a lot, I've never seen it supported at all and at face value its not very believable; soldiers understand how these weapons work after all.

>..... cages were never employed against drones originally, they were russian anti-javelin measures, hence the name: was completely useless in that role.

It is quite likely Russians had Bayraktas on their mind (there are certainly accounts from the dash for Kyiv of demoralized Russian soldiers calling literally every explosion an Bayrakta attack in near panic from back than).
>Cope cages were never employed against drones originally, they were russian anti-javelin measures, hence the name: was completely useless in that role.

Do we know that? It is statistical armor from the beginning. By definition, any surviving tanks where the fuse was destroyed by the cage won't show up on lists of destroyed tanks.
Do we know that it was useless? It is statistical armor from the beginning. By definition, any surviving tanks where the fuse was destroyed by the cage won't show up on lists of destroyed tanks.
From what I recall GUR unlike SBU was completely rebuilt after 2014. CIA and MI6 were responsible for making it work and they had to draw from a younger candidate pool to make sure that they are not getting compromised russian assets.

[Here](https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/2023/10/23/ukraine-cia-shadow-war-russia/) is an interesting WP article on this.
One would assume on merit. Ukrainian SOF and spooks have embarrassed the Russians on many occasions now. But just because he's competent at that doesn't mean he should be the guy running the regular army.
The initial trouble with Starlink was badly misreported, and Walt Mossberg later walked back his part in it. Basically, Ukraine called Starlink in the middle of the night and asked them to turn on service in Crimea despite US sanctions, and Elon wouldn’t do it without the US government’s blessing.
Yes, I'm not sure it's super practible, but it's at least been floated

https://www.pcmag.com/news/starlink-on-a-drone-this-company-is-working-on-the-idea

If you did manage it  there are some benefits from the mundane,  given that individual pilots are having outsize impacts  they would be safe sitting in another country, and better coordination of multiple pilots on one engagement , to the more esoteric future war when linked to something analogous to US drone control centers, then you've got yourself the potential for AI, swarming, and such such high jinks.
Thanks. That's a great point. To not disprove your point, but to provide extra information, despite them flying over most part of the planet, the coverage is provided just in several countries. So I suspect even if you have a station in non-covered countries, you won't have access to the internet.
Yes, intelligence failures in the DDR were infamous, but I'd caution assuming a strong connection between failures in the HVA and the modern BND. Much has changed between now and then, to say the least about the matter.
IIRC SK sold shells to the US with the proviso they could not be sent to Ukraine.  Instead, US produced shells were sent to Ukraine, and the SK ones were put into storage to replace them.
that republican base is growing more critical of israels conduct let alone sending them more military support. johnson doing this the day after a poll showing how republicans are doubting israel is peak republicanism. hes right its not the base, hes bowing to the guy leading the party


>Half of U.S. adults say Israel’s 15-week-old military campaign in Gaza has “gone too far,” a finding driven mainly by growing disapproval among Republicans and political independents, according to a new poll from The Associated Press-NORC Center for Public Affairs Research.
It’s a difficult argument to suggest that it would help him. The polling on Israel in the U.S. has deteriorated. One of the disingenuous arguments made by Ukraine skeptics has been to point to the polls on Ukraine, yet there’s virtually no discussion about the polling for Israel, mostly because there’s a tacit acknowledgment that polling is not relevant to any of these issues. Public support for Israel could drop to a hypothetical 10% and aid will still flow. Politicians care about re-electability and I’d wager less than 1% of the electorate votes on FP. So, there’s no reason to act purely on the basis of polls or public sentiment. I’d been pointing that out when support for Ukraine was sky high early in the war. A handful of people on Capitol Hill will decide what happens on these issues.
It's... complicated. The stuff you see from the Online Left with respect to Israel isn't really representative of "real world" voters, but these voters don't care *as much* about Israel either. That is, people are generally supportive of aid to Israel, but I don't think there's many people out there who think Biden is screwing the pooch by not acceding to Republican demands for a standalone aid package. There's more people out there who believe Ukraine and the border are a more serious issue. Passing an Israel-only package is tantamount to folding to Republican pressure: yes, many Dems want Israel aid to pass, too, but doing *only* that means giving up leverage on the border and Ukraine. If this comes to pass, the only thing Johnson would have to worry about is a Freedom Caucus revolt on immigration, and he'd be able to turn around and say "I passed what our Conference wanted and stopped Dems from getting the other stuff that they wanted, so cut me some slack."

If Johnson were signalling that he needs Dems to throw him a bone so he can start working on other issues, then sure, go for it. But House leadership is either not interested in negotiating in good faith or Johnson is literally unable to do that out of fear of turning into McCarthy 2.0.
The Grom is 73mm and the turret isn’t stabilized. Meaning that the effectiveness of suppression is extremely limited and the vehicle must be halted to fire accurately. This isn’t happening because the goal of the BMPs usually is to drop off troops and immediately withdraw. Not to mention, the abysmal depression means that it can’t properly engage dug-in fighting positions. There’s been very little footage of BMP-1s firing their main gun. Mostly randomly firing their PKT for some hope of suppression. MT-LBs do the same thing. So, functionally they’re not that different in reality.
Honestly. Good question. Doctrinally, the Russians probably want to retain heavy armored formation since Gerasimov seems keen on these big pushes in hope of a breakthrough. Realistically, it might be better to reevaluate the tank’s role in these grinding battles over tree lines and small towns.
From what footage i've seen it looks like tanks are mainly being used against "fortifications" and entrenched infantry. Basically hitting targets with percision arty can't provide, potency drones can't and consitancy aviation cant.
>The best explanation that I've seen of the phenomena of Tucker and other right-wingers adoring Putin is not that they are financed by Russia, but instead that they a part global political movement that wants to install semi-dictatorial right-wing populist dictators as their countries' leaders. 

This is more and more obvious with every passing day. He is a true believer and this is what he believes.
> there must be another reason.

When it comes to US right-wing personas, its pretty simple.

They **hate** the Democratic Party. They will do **anything** to politically damage them, no matter the other consequences. If Democrats support something, they must instinctively oppose it. If eating babies on live TV somehow hurt the Democratic Party's chances at reelection, Tucker would be the first to bring out the fork. Supporting Russia is Republican mainstream now, but you even see some support for Hamas or Houthis on X from the right-wing propaganda machine, just because Biden's administration is opposed to them. There is even support for self-described communists (Jackson Hinkle), just because they are opposed to Biden.

Its pure contrarianism.

They dont even think about things like democracy, the rule of law, human rights, opposing dictatorships, geopolitics.. The core issue for them is "Will this stance help Biden, or will this stance hurt Biden?".
I sometimes wonder if there's other fringe motivations possible and whether pro-Russian forces who appear to lionize Putin actually respect Putin.

I think in some ways they think of him as a "useful idiot" of their own, someone they can superficially support in order to use as a significant coalition partner against other enemies, like China or Iran.  They don't take Russia seriously as a hegemonic competitor because of US military technology and economic power and thus don't have an existential fear of Russia.  This line of thinking explains hostility to the current support for Ukraine because it pushes Russia into alliances with China, Iran and other US enemies.  A US friendly Russia happily making money selling oil and gas to Europe could be convinced to jack up the price or limit energy sales to China, hobbling their economy or military ambitions.

I also think it could possibly tie into a fairly fringe racist dream of global Caucasian dominance led by the US and Russia.  While this might be a minimal contributor to most Republican thinking, it might explain why authoritarians somehow prefer joining forces with the smaller, poorer and arguably more corrupt authoritarian Russian state than the larger, richer China where in practical terms, we have a much more intertwined symbiotic relationship.

There could be other biases at play here, such as naive "rich people" with outsize influence on Republican thinking/policies who simply don't care about democracy or other political ideals, and cynically believe they would just be better off in an authoritarian environment where money would equal political power.  Political values and ideology are irrelevant in this line of thinking and don't get in the way of sumptuous living.  Give Putin or the local authoritarian his due, and enjoy the perks of your oligarchy concession, including things like the use of state authority to manage labor.

I'm not advocating for any of this, and I think there's lots of problems with it, but you can kind of spin up a lot of /r/FutureWhatIf type scenarios if you assert Russia as somehow aligned with the US and I can see how this plus some generic sympathy for "strongman" leaders could pull people down a pro-Russia rabbit hole.
Why do you think this is the reason rather than them benifitting directly by being actors that promote Russian interests. 


There are many benefits for them, money, power, the ability to be a geopolitical player. 


I think it's far more likely they are self serving rather than some ideologue who thinks dictatorship is beneficial to their country.


Edit: in tuckers specific case it could also be the national humiliation he suffered in that dismal showing VS Jon Stewart. Not too far of a leap to think that this is spurring him on to be anti liberal everything 
>The best explanation that I've seen of the phenomena of Tucker and other right-wingers adoring Putin is not that they are financed by Russia, but instead that they a part global political movement that wants to install semi-dictatorial right-wing populist dictators as their countries' leaders.

Wouldn't the question then be, why is that political movement becoming popular? Orban's shift in ~2014 seems to indicate it's due to the 2008 financial crisis, he mentions countries like Turkey/Russia/Singapore as models to emulate. 

It is a strange movement, I think especially in regards to Hungary. Orban came to power on an anti-Russia platform, and then shifted that around completely. 

>However, following a recent election, the far-right Fico has come to power, adopting an anti-Ukraine stance similar to that of other far-right authoritarians.

Have you followed Fico's recent dealings? Slovakia is not going to downsize its support of Ukraine, he said stuff like "there's no war in Ukraine" and talked big pro-Russia points publicly; but when it comes to actions taken he's not done anything to support that line of thinking, in fact doing the opposite. Orban functions very similarly as well.

I wonder how much of this movement is just political opportunism and how much of it is genuine belief. If you buy some of the more philosophical explanations, then Orban/LePen/Fico/AfD/etc all represent the political manifestation of the culture war that is most prevalent in US.
> For me personally, this remains one of the greatest political mysteries

Why? I think it's quite simple. The Trump-faction of the Republican party is becoming isolationist. The US is spending lots of political, economic, and military capital funding what is essentially a proxy war in Ukraine.

As the Trumpers become more isolationist, support for these types of proxy wars will decrease. It's a growing populist movement of people who are starting to question why we need to sacrifice so much for a country halfway across the world.

It's not a mystery. Tucker Carlson is a talking piece of that political movement.
>the far-right Fico

Please find me one credible political analyst with any awareness of Slovak politics whatsoever who would describe Fico as far-right. He's a centre-left politician.

Even Orban isn't far-right, but he's at least right-wing.

No wonder - what else could splitting the world into pro-Ukrainian liberal democracies and anti-Ukrainian far-right autocracies result in, if not complete nonsense?
Certainly while at Fox News, but does he still have an audience? All I have seen since he left, for what it's worth, is a couple people mocking him for allegedly no longer having an audience.
He presented it as potentially problematic.

You presented Carlson's statements as if they were factual/trustworthy.

There's a difference.
The funny things is that there is another agency that does things that Tucker described. So, there is a big hole in his story from the get-go.
This is incorrect, for very technical reasons.

Essentially statistical armor (cages, slats, cope cage/Russian bbqs, etc.) provide no benefit when used against HEAT shells. In fact, they provide actually a detriment against nearly any kind of HEAT round theyre likely to encounter. This is because most HEAT shells are actually fairly inefficient. For the molten jet to work there needs to be a certain amount of lensing and concentration to punch a hole through a tank's armor. Problem is, most shells have a short fusing radius and have to explode on or next to the tank's hull. But the lensing effect is most concentrated at several meters distance. This means that if you detonate the warhead of, say, a Javelin at a distance of 1m from the tank you are *increasing* the penetrative capacity of that round. By a lot. Most rounds cant benefit from this because of the size of the fuse, but if youre dumb enough to count on statistical armor well youre just helping the round designer achieve good effect. Also vital to remember that for the most part air does not matter, air gaps do not help, nothing but steel or other armor composites will stop the penetrator of a HEAT round. 

Cage, slat, and chain armor is not designed for use against HEATs, but rather specifically for use against the RPG-7. Which is the most common shoulder fired AT weapon on Earth. The RPG-7 uses a battery powered fuse, when the battery connects to the fuse an electrical current detonates the warhead. More or less. But if you apply pressure horizontal to the fuse before the electrical signal is completed, you can actually crush the crystal mechanism in a predictable way creating a dud round. This is so predictable that Soviet soldiers were educated specifically on how *not* to dud their RPGs. These addon armor packages are designed to trap the nose of an RPG-7 between metal slats or bars and crush it, either preventing the rocket from traveling in further and contacting the side of the vehicle OR by damaging the fuse sufficiently to cause a dud. It doesnt work every time, and if the RPG fuses against the armor, the slats *do* improve the penetration capacity of the RPG warhead. But with say a Striker, you already know the RPG round can penetrate so its better to try and disrupt some shots before they become a problem. Hence the name 'statistical' armor. It provides a statistically meaningful, but not total, level of protection.

Again, standoff armor schemes do *not* provide any benefit against the jet of HEAT warhead, they in fact provide the opposite as they allow the jet more time to develop into an effective penetrator.

[Source](https://www.mdpi.com/2076-3417/12/10/5064)

[Second Source (to a previous thread here, though the link is now apparently dead? Internet Archive may have it)](https://www.reddit.com/r/CredibleDefense/comments/t7hayd/primer_statistical_armour_designed_to_defeat_rpgs/)
The main way by which slat armour works is not by providing standoff, but by directly damaging the fuse or warhead. You might be underestimating just how large of a standoff you need to actually affect a modern HEAT warhead. If you want to severely degrade its penetrating ability, the standoff needed would be of the order of several metres. For instance, [a Spike will penetrate an M60 (3.6 metres wide) side-to-side](https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x4K4rkKz814&t=85s).
If soldiers know how they work, why did they put burning coffee cans on poles behind their tanks? The Javelin uses IR image recognition, not just seeking the hottest spot it can find, but that didn’t stop the Russians,
Yeah they need the ground infrastructure and, of course, SpaceX to actually provision the service before it will work
What proof is there of this? The OP of this thread seems to have provided some evidence that it's still quite well penetrated.
Yes, that's why if there was will and capacity to do this then the EU could do this.
I think your way overestimating what the polling about the relevance of FP for voters means. 

Yes, if you ask voters wether FP is amongst their main concerns, the majority will say it isn't. Yet, trumpism actually revolves around the idea that there's an evil global elite running the world and FP is actually one of the key areas in the fight against this cabal. 

Republican voters have largely embraced isolationism as one of the tenets of their world view. Add the fact that they also closely associate Ukraine with Hunter and Joe Biden and hate the fact that Trump was caught red-handed blackmailing Zelensky and it's obvious that not getting any further aid approved before the election is a top priority for the GOP politicians that have sacrificed their honor in the altar of trumpism.
This isn't true, politicians are not going to aid Israel if 90% of the base is opposed to it.  

Even if just 1% of the electorate cares, that's more than enough to swing both recent Presidential elections.
> yes, many Dems want Israel aid to pass, too, but doing only that means giving up leverage on the border and Ukraine

Same can be said about Republicans and Ukraine aid.
Then T62 should do fine.
That Trump and a huge portion of the GOP venerate Viktor Orban, and have repeatedly invited him to speak at events including CPAC, should send chills down people's spines. 

Instead, this is just seen as a "normal" aspect of the modern GOP.
The latest evidence of this is the border legislation tied up with Ukraine and Israel aid packages. The Democrats have been caving on a number of immigration issues near and dear to the Republican party in order to get the package bill passed, but since Trump announced his opposition to any law passing in an election year, the movement of the bill has completely stalled. Even extremely conservative Republicans like senator [James Lankford](https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2024/01/28/border-bill-trump-lankford/) have called out colleagues for failing to support the bill.  

Lankford has a 97% conservative rating from [CPAC](https://foundation.conservative.org/) but that's not enough, he got censured by his state GOP party for his position on the bill. It doesn't matter he holds the second highest conservative voting record in the current senate. The MAGA elements in the party don't care about governance, they care about winning, and it's a terrible sign for the country on even more important issues.
I don't know, as I mentioned, these guys are incomprehensible to me. Tucker was pro-Putin even when he was at the height of his career, job security, and wealth, back when he still had a show on Fox News. He also went to Hungary to support Orban's ~~presidential~~ election campaign, Orban is a small fish, it's not like he can provide a lot money or power or prestige to Tucker. But then Mearsheimer was also eager to go talk to Orban.
> Why? I think it's quite simple. The Trump-faction of the Republican party is becoming isolationist. The US is spending lots of political, economic, and military capital funding what is essentially a proxy war in Ukraine.

It's *not* becoming isolationist though. When you ask them if they wanna bomb the shit out of countries full of people that don't look like them (aka not white), they slaver at the opportunity. Look at the GOP and MAGA response to the war in Israel, Houthis, etc etc. Look at their reaction to the killing of Solomeni. Racism isn't a bug in their worldview, it's a feature. 

They are only and uniquely isolationist against Russia.
You're correct; 'far-right' is a wrong label. You're also right regarding Fico; it turns out I don't really know much about him or his party.
>Many have suspected Tucker to be a foreign agent. I guess the mask is off now.

Pretty sure this statement made by him erroneously / falsely states that Tucker is a foreign agent now that the "mask is off". This proves nothing and his "problem" seems to be based on a false premise. Verify that and there's no problem at all, except for those who want to spin a specific narrative ofcourse.

I get that "information warfare" is a thing. But triangulating the truth should also be available for those who want it.
https://web.archive.org/web/20230308183221/https://www.tanknology.co.uk/post/statistical-armour is the archive link, that was my favourite source for this fun fact.
Having a cage that is like 1-2 m above the turret provides standoff.
The further the target is from the point of detonation, the lower the velocity of the copper or similar metal/alloy jet, the lower the penetration ability.
This is such a silly narrative. Zelensky said he felt “no pressure” on that call (and Trump was acquitted over it), there’s no bad blood there. Toward the beginning of the war, Republicans supported Ukraine *more* than Democrats.
>Pretty sure this statement made by him erroneously / falsely states that Tucker is a foreign agent now that the "mask is off". This proves nothing and his "problem" seems to be based on a false premise. Verify that and there's no problem at all, except for those who want to spin a specific narrative ofcourse.

Let's get one thing real damn clear here.  
There's not a single saving grace about Russia at this moment. Neither pragmatically nor morally. Russia has intentionally positioned itself as an enemy of literally everything except a small handful of autocrats and their sycophants.

You invoke 1984 as if "hearing both sides" is important in this context so please, **enlighten us**, what is useful about "hearing Russia's side of things"?   
Keeping in mind it is a large country with ample means by which it can speak for itself, if it so needs to.

Go ahead.   
Tell us how it isn't problematic to help Russia in their information war. Which is the claim initially made. I am literally on pins and needles for that justification.
That's really not enough standoff, especially for the thin roof armor. We're talking below 100mm thick armor here, even augmented that wouldn't be enough to stop much. As far as I know, 1-2m standoff wouldn't do much to pretty much any modern-ish tandem charge.

The Russians used the cages as part of their experience in Syria in preventing drone dropped munitions.That's where a lot of the drone stuff we see in Ukraine really started proliferating.
>Zelensky said he felt “no pressure” on that call

Zelensky said he wasn't pressured on the call in October 2019 when he needed to be on Trump's good side for at least another year and perhaps longer. 

>and Trump was acquitted over it),

Trump was acquitted by a [Republican majority Senate](https://archive.is/mgf5I). The Government Accountability Office report found that he [did break the law](https://archive.ph/20200120074710/https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/16/us/politics/gao-trump-ukraine.html).

>Toward the beginning of the war, Republicans supported Ukraine *more* than Democrats.

The first Ukraine Supplemental had [0 Democratic nays versus 57 Republican nays in the House.](https://clerk.house.gov/Votes/2022145) and [0 Democratic nays versus 11 Republican nays in the Senate](https://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_votes/vote1172/vote_117_2_00191.htm)
>
There's not a single saving grace about Russia at this moment. Neither pragmatically nor morally. Russia has intentionally positioned itself as an enemy of literally everything except a small handful of autocrats and their sycophants.

That's not exactly a fair, sober-minded sentiment, is it? For starters, Russia has been massively expanding trade with India, the world's largest democracy. It has also stood on the right side of Palestine and Kosovo.
>Tell us how it isn't problematic to help Russia in their information war. 

Where do you draw the line? I agree with your comment in general, but how do we decide what is Russian information war and what is genuine/good faith self reflection / analysis?

Mark Galeotti touched on this subject on his newest podcast episode where he goes through a couple of books that deal with Russia/Ukraine. He makes I think a good case, [strongly paraphrasing here] that even if one thinks a person like Mearsheimer or Sakwa is a pro-russian stooge; that their perspectives are still important because they help in making one's own perspective more solid. A form of devil's advocate / steelmanning exercise.

He also mentions a listener of the podcast being outraged about one of these books being published or something, and how it shouldn't have been. Are we better served in banning all discussions and other materials pertaining to perspectives that oppose our own? What are the consequences, if we are wrong? Is being exposed to potential pro-Russian propaganda worse than the alternative?
It's really simple. Constitutional rights such as free speech trump any other considerations. If you don't believe in that then you don't really believe in western democratic values. The ability to speak the truth should not be excluded because it may undermine the public perception about a Ukranian victory. These simple foundational concepts that make the west what they really are being undermined so lightly simply astounds me. So instead of acting exactly like the enemy does (suppress any information that isn't helpful, run smear campaigns etc.), how about doing the actually right thing and stopping the suppression of material facts and information. The only thing that will win Ukraine the war is actual real aid and not online information - and if it's independence depended solely on this then it was never going to win anything..
~~The GAO and CRS (both parts of Congress, mind you) had to fiddle with the definition of an “impoundment” under the ICA to that.~~ Under the GAO’s broad interpretation of the ICA (a possibly unconstitutional law in the first place). The funds went out on time and were never missed by Ukraine. And there’s no reason to believe that the slight delay had anything to do with that call.

Votes against particular bills don’t necessarily mean anything about the underlying issue. Republicans wanted an IG to ensure the aid was used effectively, and voted against the final bill when their amendments were rejected.
>It has also stood on the right side of Palestine and Kosovo.

You mean they're on the side of stoking tensions in the West, after not giving even the slightest of shits about them before.

>Russia has been massively expanding trade with India, the world's largest democracy

"Democracy" is doing a lot of heavy lifting there, but okay.

I fail to see how shifting to trade with India is either negative or positive.  
 
I especially fail to see the connection to "democracy" given India is much less of a democracy than the countries Russia had to shift away from. By your logic, that's a negative.
>He makes I think a good case, [strongly paraphrasing here] that even if one thinks a person like Mearsheimer or Sakwa is a pro-russian stooge; that their perspectives are still important because they help in making one's own perspective more solid. A form of devil's advocate / steelmanning exercise.

It's certainly a valid point.

A large subset of people have extremely strong adherence to truth, or if you will the combating of deceitful state of affairs. 

This is the group you find galvanised when people lie, and especially when systems are built/changed upon lies.   
One could argue Russia's foray into Western media and sphere of influence will galvanise this group, and cause a serious blowback.

I've no idea if more information is always better, but I do know the entire point of the free flow of information (free speech) is the ability to discard what's wrong.   
The entire point of free speech is a neverending fight. Spread lies, and people should be fighting against you. Hard.   
People like Carlson are supposed to tell their lies, for them to be (socially/popularly) suppressed into insignificance.

Without the fight, without that mechanism, free speech has no point.
Free speech is not what's being discussed here.

No-one talked about infringing on Carlson's right to free speech. He called the manner in which he's using it problematic. 

It *is* problematic that Russia has managed to infiltrate certain areas of the media/political landscape and are able to influence it to their advantage.

No solution involving suppression is being proposed. Invoking 1984 was a moronic knee jerk reaction on your part. 

And I get it, I see where you're coming from.    
We have overzealous reddit admins and mods, we have "truth panels" at Facebook, used to have similar on twitter, etc. And then there's EU legislative efforts etc. It's a shit show.

But Carlson going to Russia and legitimising the regime to the extent of his ability is not any kind of solution, it isn't "pushing back", it isn't helping anything. It's literally just a morally bankrupt man making the world ever so slightly worse.

And yes, that is literally being a foreign agent. Using free speech.
>Constitutional rights such as free speech trump any other considerations. If you don't believe in that then you don't really believe in western democratic values.

You're unironically invoking free speech and democratic values when it comes to furthering the agenda of a hostile nation infamous for hybrid warfare involving misinformation campaigns that exploit said values. And you're doing it in a thread that literally started with some freshly baked, Kremlin-favored authoritarianism and anti-free speech/press.

Do you really not see the problem here? I'm extremely anti-censorship and free speech but when it comes to matters of national security and warding against foreign/opposing propaganda the line between free speech and actual treason grows thin. Maintaining that line is vital in securing those values and freedoms for the future by not becoming another Russia. 

All that being said he has the right to an interview(ironically wouldn't be the case if nationalities were flipped) but he absolutely deserves to be called out and discredited if/when it's a softball, pro-Russia fluff peice which is almost guaranteed if it happens.
Freedom of speech is essential, but that does not mean that Tuckers visit to Russia does not make it way more probable that he in fact is a Russian agent. There is no contradiction between those two things...
That they're letting Tucker go while Evan Gershkovich is still in jail is a bit hypocritical and means the former serves no other purpose than propaganda.
>The GAO and CRS had to fiddle with the definition of an “impoundment” under the ICA

No they didn't. 

>a possibly unconstitutional law in the first place)

Which doesn't mean anything until it's ruled that way. 

>The funds went out on time and were never missed by Ukraine.

Because a whistleblower dropped a complaint and when questions started getting asked, they released the funds. 

>And there’s no reason to believe that the slight delay had anything to do with that call.

Except Rudy Giuliani literally saying it was. 

>Votes against particular bills don’t necessarily mean anything about the underlying issue. Republicans wanted an IG to ensure the aid was used effectively, and voted against the final bill when their amendments were rejected.

Actions speak louder than words. Also, most of those words were about [not wanting to spend the money despite supporting Ukraine]( https://thehill.com/homenews/senate/3495060-here-are-the-11-republican-senators-who-voted-against-the-ukraine-aid-bill/). Thoughts and prayers don't stop tanks.
On Kosovo the Russian position has been consistent forever. On Palestine - sure, it's a newfound righteousness, but some nations haven't even been able to muster that.

>"Democracy" is doing a lot of heavy lifting there

Not at all.

>I fail to see how shifting to trade with India is either negative or positive. 

It's not about that, it's about your statement that 

>Russia has intentionally positioned itself as an enemy of literally everything except a small handful of autocrats and their sycophants.

It's just that you said two nonsensical things back-to-back, so I didn't split them while giving counterarguments against both.
>It *is* problematic that Russia has managed to infiltrate certain areas of the media/political landscape and are able to influence it to their advantage.

This is an outright false assumption and smear campaign. You don't have a single shred of evidence that Tucker (since this is what we are really talking about) is infiltrated by Russians.
Merely on the basis that he is visiting Russia? That's some next level jumping to conclusions. It's like saying that since Victoria Nuland was present in Ukraine in 2014 hence it is highly probable that it was a US orchestrated coup. All speculation being the basis of narratives, with nothing concrete to back it up.
Yeah, but the jailing and ostensible killing of Gonzalo Lira was certainly serving a democratic and free purpose? (along with the churches, political parties and countless others who didn't follow Zelensky's party-line)
>No they didn't.

You’re right there. Sorry, it’s been over four years at this point and I got two different things mixed up: [It’s the IC IG’s whistleblower form and CRS’s description of the ICWPA that were changed](https://thefederalist.com/2019/09/30/deleted-firsthand-knowledge-requirement-for-whistleblowers-implicates-another-federal-agency/), to remove the first-hand knowledge requirement.

>Which doesn't mean anything until it's ruled that way.

Neither does the *GAO*’s interpretation of the ICA, unless Congress decides to sue over it. Violations of that interpretation of the Act [are routine](https://www.nationalreview.com/2019/12/legal-actions-led-to-trumps-impeachment/), and Obama and Biden are also ‘guilty’ of them.

>Except Rudy Giuliani literally saying it was.

I don’t recall that, but regardless, Giuliani says a lot of things and wasn’t a member of the administration.

>Actions speak louder than words.

What do you want them to do, introduce an entirely separate go-nowhere bill with ~~blackjack and hookers~~ an inspector general because their amendments to add one were voted down, despite the main bill passing anyway, just to eliminate this Internet talking point?
>>Russia has intentionally positioned itself as an enemy of literally everything except a small handful of autocrats and their sycophants.

>It's just that you said two nonsensical things back-to-back, so I didn't split them while giving counterarguments against both.

This is like excusing a serial wife beater because he currently has a mistress he treats okay. 

Exactly how does trade with India mean Russia isn't "and enemy of literally everything except autocrats and their sycophants"?   
You're suggesting Russia's desperate need for trade and India's gleeful exploitation of their strategic weakness suddenly makes them buddies?

>On Palestine - sure, it's a newfound righteousness, but some nations haven't even been able to muster that.

Because Palestine isn't some innocent little enclave. It's a complex situation with one side being murderous, terrorist-supporting and anti-semitic to their very core, and the other side being a military juggernaut. It's FAFO of the highest order.
Based on his statements the last two years, and his now visiting Russia, I'm going to go ahead and assume he's "infiltrated" in the sense he supports the regime. 

Smear campaign? So it's not about free speech.   

You could try to be a little less obvious about your personal beliefs. Carlson is clearly a very important figure for you, and I can't imagine it has anything to do with Russia or Ukraine. Which topics have got you so protective of him? DEI? Trump? Trans? Canadian trucker protest? Some of the above and more?  I get it, it's understandable, *but blind cheerleading helps no-one.*
Russia detained a professional basketball player who had some weed for personal consumption, and held her until the United States agreed to a prisoner exchange for an arms dealer nicknamed the "Merchant of Death." Going to Russia is inarguably stupid if you're an American right now because Russia can/will cook up a reason to arrest you if they want to. The fact that he feels safe going there either means he's impressively stupid, or he has a reason to believe that he is held to different standards - which is suspicious as hell.
[removed]
>What do you want them to do, introduce an entirely separate go-nowhere bill with ~~blackjack and hookers~~ an inspector general because their amendments to add one were voted down, despite the main bill passing anyway, just to eliminate this Internet talking point?

I expect them to say it's not perfect and they'll keep working on making sure the money is accountable, but that it is too important not to send the money. [Which is basically what some did.](https://www.politico.com/minutes/congress/05-16-2022/ukraine-dissenters/)

In the other hand, here are some of the others

>"If Congress really believed giving Ukraine $40B was in our national interest, they could easily pay for it by taxing every income taxpayer $500,” [Rand] Paul tweeted Tuesday. “My guess is they choose to borrow the $ bc Americans might just decide they need the $500 more to pay for gas.”

...

>Republican Sen. Josh Hawley (Mo.) tweeted Monday he was against the bill because it did not serve “American interests.”

>“It neglects priorities at home (the border), allows Europe to freeload, short changes critical interests abroad and comes w/ no meaningful oversight,” Hawley said. 

One out of four reasons.

>Sen. Mike Braun (R-Ind.) emphasized in his statement that although he supports Ukraine’s efforts against Russia, he can’t support a spending bill this large with issues including “inflation” and “gas prices” in the U.S.

>“I can’t support $40 billion of new spending unless it’s offset with cuts or taken from already authorized funds, especially when the European Union isn’t matching what we’re doing to end this conflict in their own backyard,” Braun said.

...

Marjorie Taylor Greene during her [twitter spat](https://twitter.com/RepMTG/status/1524515830645633025?s=20&t=q3Pc-SHRm2WHTi3Vh6BIIQ) with Crenshaw.

> Sanctions aren’t stopping anything, but they are driving inflation and fuel prices.

>I refuse to vote for useless measures that cause problems but solve none.

>While you send $40 billion for your proxy war against Russia, I’m focused on baby formula for American babies.

Edit: Reddit app decided to post while I was in the middle of working on this. I think my point is coming across, though. While *some* were concerned about tracking funds - Chip Roy called it a State Department slush fund which I assume that's what he meant - others were not about sending any money at all for various other reasons.

Edit 2: Forgot I was going backwards order.

Rudy Giuliani was a frequent middle man for the Trump Administration, and was documented being used as that in this instance. He might not have had an official position, but that doesn't mean he wasn't being used by them. 

Besides the fact that "both sides do it" isn't an excuse, the National Review isn't anywhere near an unbiased source. I could grab the Center for American Progress' analysis that says yes it was illegal, but that's not unbiased either.
Enemies don't typically trade much, and as Russia and India do, Russia hasn't made an enemy of them. Therefore they haven't made 

> enemy of literally everything except a small handful of autocrats and their sycophants.
[removed]
[removed]
If you want to play that game, then you could have merely stated "Russia's Duma has not declared Russia as the enemy of all things except autocrats and their sycophants".

But that would be playground technicality stuff, so let's just agree to leave it there, as I am not interested in your contrarian bullshit.

Happy cake day.
>Or maybe he isn't doing anything illegal like carrying weed there nor is going there to cause attrition to the Russian govt?

You're right, authoritarian regimes like Russia *never* trump up charges or invent fake ones out of thin air in order to kidnap foreigners to use as hostages. I'm sure every American languishing in Russia's prisons right now, like journalists Evan Gershkovich and Alsu Kurmasheva, are really spies and not being held as bargaining chips. 

So again, it's interesting that Tucker Carlson, who regularly parrots Kremlin talking points, has been offered official positions in Russian state media, and has openly asked why he shouldn't support Russia in its invasion of Ukraine, feels comfortable enough to travel to Russia without fear of being arrested and used as a political prisoner. Indeed, it almost seems like he's being treated like a valued guest...
[removed]
[removed]
[removed]
[removed]
Well in the case of the two people I mentioned, they're legitimate journalists who were covering stories for the Wall Street Journal and VOA respectively. 

Carlson on the other hand is a talking head. Sure is interesting he's able to get access to Putin himself though no?
[removed]
